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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

H r
Y S ! - <
;

, During the 1981 Regular Session, the Louisiana Legislature

s " passed Act 685 mandating balanced treatment for creation-séience and

, . evolution-science in the public schools commencing. with the 1982-7983

-, ' . school session. As interpreted by the Louisiana. State Department of
g Education (SDE), responsibility for. the implementation of Act 685 .

rests with the localéducation agencies (LEAs). In keeping with its

‘/' . mandate to provide leadership far Louisiana public . education, the
Q, s SDE . established a Task Force under the direction of Assistant
i . Superintendent Robert Gaston to ‘assess and define the role of the
i~ . [ SDE in assisting LEAs to implement Act 685. . ‘o,
¢ ‘ L ¢
® « , The Bureau of Evaluation within the Dffice of Research and

¢ - . ngelopment developed a questionnaire to provide information to the

i. . Task Force in response to four major regfarch qdestians. "

4 ~ . N 3 ) ) ‘e
Yo 1.  What is the level of knowledge ~and ‘awareness

among Louisiana superintendents and community
members concerning Act 685? - ; o

A}

.
L =y /Sg"
.

2. What is the current status of instruction con-
. ceFning - creation-sciente and - evolutidh-scierice

v + within Louisiana .public schools? o ST
3. What is the current status of and ‘what are LEA )
. " needs in' relation to the implementation, of Act 685?
' ‘ . ) ¢ i, —
. 4.  What is the potential role of the SDE iy the -
oo ' implementation of Act 6857 ) i
© . ‘ The 19-item questionnaire*sent to the 66 local superintendents ‘
- across the state led to the folloW[ng(conclusidns: ., -

) e 'The current level of knowledge among Louisiana
.- " superintendents concerning. Act 685 is limited.

) ° Local superintendents  have- ¥ réceived few
. : inquiries from’ community members concerning Act-

685. . . .

1: . \ ) v \\A ¢ * - : o )
B ° \s .perceived by local superintendents, . few
L1 g ' <\téachers currently address » either cieation-
: - . science or evolution-science in their courses.

: 1 Balanced treatment is not currently being
S L accorded to the™eaching of these two theories.

In general, LEAs have not begun developing

.+ . plans for implementation of Act 685. New
materials and staff development will .be peeded.

e .
3 .
. . » “~

.
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. . “ ,
.. v
‘ !




tionnaires,

. ]

®  Superintendents report that they''do not have

« funds tOi\‘rr;;')lemént Act 685, - .
. . s . \ .
° LEAs want SDE leadership and involvement in

A the implementation of Agt 685 in such aress as

" curriculum * development, inservice,, material

review/selection, budgetary mattess, and policy
devglopment. ‘ _ :

. Basgd)on an analysis of ‘the results of the returned /ques— o
the Bureau .of Evaluation makes the following recommen- :

dations: ’ .

P

RS

explicated and.made available to the LEAs,

2.  The-SDE should develop projections of the ‘level
. of expenditures required for implementing Act
685 and identify; possible. funding sources. -

3. The SDE should immediately develop a timetable
"~ detailing how all of the.activities required for
implementing Act 685 will be accomplished by the: .
: - mandated 1982 date." -

ol - - . B3

The 'SDE shquld d,e'veLopk a_statement of ﬁt% role
concernijng the-implémentation of A&GBS to be

¢ - made available to LEAs.

4

1. The text of Act 685 should be carefully -

. \

¢

‘o
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INTRODUCTION % L N
Rationale - L.
- N LIPS \- l»‘ .
AN o o . ‘ . .

. .
P . . ’

Ducing the 1981 Regular Sessio.n," the Louisiana Leg.islatl:xre
,passed Act 685 (Scenate Bill No. 86) entitled "Bajariced Treatment ‘for
Creation-_Science and Evolution-Science" (App:e'ndix' A).'.'Under the
provisions of this law, publlc schools are dlrected to give balanced

treatment to creatlon -science and evolutlon sc!ence commencing with

the 1982-1983 school year. o ..

. ‘ . .
Similar bills are currehtly being examined by almost ‘onie third

of the ' state legislatures across the country. However, only

- ‘ N -

Arkansas preceheq Louisiana in the enactment of .legislation .requirin'g ’

schools to glve scientific. creationism equal time with evolutlonary
theory A sult challenging the Arkansas law has been filed in that
% *

*.state by,a coalltlon lncludlng the Amerié% Civil Ljberties 'U\nion 'a'

variety of rehglous leaglers and orgamzatlons such as the Natlonal

N

Association of Blology Teachers.

As lnterpr‘_eted by the Louisiana\ State Departm'enf,of Education

(SDE), Act 685 places reshonsibilit
)

balanced treatment on the local education age%s (LEAS). Each

1]

city and parish school board is directed to develop and; pro ide to’
",
jpr the

all ‘of its public school classroom teachers currlculum «guides

*presen?tlon of creation-science. Existing teacher inservice - training
. . . ° ~

funds apd .exis‘ting’:libra;'y acquisition funds are to be used by the

¥ -

- LEAs to facilitate impjementation'.* Noticeably absent within the

for the‘implementation of-

L]
s
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provisions of Act 685,is & definition of the role which the Department

“

of Educatlon is to assume in the lmplementatlon of this law.

Y [N

- . The: SDE under the d|rect|on of Superlntendent\ J. Kelly le

~

‘is charged with the responplblllty of providing leadershlp for publlc
education in Lounsnana. LEA.s normally look to the SDE for technical

assistance in plannlng, curriculum development and inservice/staff-

A.? development - In ‘response, to the Department's mandate to, provide -

such leadershlp, a Task Force (Appendlx BJ was created\.under the

<
dlrectlon of Assistant Superlntendent Robert Gaston to assess and

define the role of the SDE relatlve to the implementation of Act 685
\
‘The Bureau ,of Evaluatlon within the Offlce of Research and
¢
‘ lDevelopment was assngned .primary responsnblllty for providing

lnformatioln to the Task l‘=orce concerning the potential impact of this
’ -‘ ’ \ . N ’

-

- . L
€

» Ve ‘ \ ’
law on LEAs, <. . . /\
'S . . .

- 0
(] . S -

. . . Research Questions ¢
. .

Force, con‘cerni'ng the potential impact of Act 685 on 'LEAs four

’ P

general research questions_ w'ere develdped by’ the Bureau of Evalua-

\
Ll

« tion to serv%as a-guide for' data collectlon . A
$e,
1.  What is the level of knowledge and awargeness
b .-among Louisiana superiritendents_ and- ~comfiunity
members ‘congerning Act 6857 °

Z. What is the current’ status of instruction | R
. concerning creation-science and évolution- scnence
within Ldun5|ana S publlc schools7 o .

3. *What is the current status of and what are LEA. . «
needs in relation to the |mplementat|on of .Act ~
-6857? X .

4, What is the potentlal rote Bf the. SDE in the

Ot L implementation of Act 6857 ) . .

In respense to the request for information " from the SDE Task *

o




- . lnstrumentation . - a

. ' _ .- Based on these broad questlons .a questlonnalre was developed

AN
- to- obtaln lnformatlon from local superlntendents concernnng “the

' status of Act 685 w:thln thein local school systefns. THe instrument,

L] v

"entitled "Status Assessment: Act 685 - ‘Balamced Treatr_nent for
N e L e

4
”

;. ' Creation-Science and Evolution-Science," is’included within this
v report (Appendix C). o S T L.
N . o ) . . . & h ’ . i .
o Co
Pata Collection Procedures * |

LI

Prior to .the actd%l collecﬁomoﬁ data, -'le'ttér (Appendix D)

was sent from the offlce of Superlntendent le on Qcto@r 21, 1981
’# advising each localf super|ntendent of the passage of Act 685‘ and, of |
the questlonnalre wh|ch would be forthcomtng concerntng the status

I »

. .. “of that law within each LEA A copy of'Act 685 was included_ with

? - the correspondence. . o ‘ T
’ o Qn October 28,‘,1981 ,;a se'cond letter lAppendix E) from Sup.grin-
. tendent Nix accompanied the, mailing of thg "Status Assessment" to
. all superintenderits across the. state .The need for- the questlonnalre
(‘\ y was explained an,d the |mportance of its completion was emphaslzed‘
\*: ' . A deadline of Noyember 11, 1981, was set'for its' return to the

A ]

© Bureau' of' Evaluation.




. o FINDINGS AND DISCUSSION Ols RESULTS
A . Pr,esentatio% Data
’ . ¥ ’ . P ¢ 4 L
. The questionnaire "Status Assessment‘: Act 685 - Ealan.ced

F9

reatment for Creatlon-SC|ence and Evolution-Science’ ": was\ sént to

-

all local superlntendents of Louisiana's 66 public school systems Oof
this number 45 were returned for a 68.2% response rate. Two of
the 45 were unusable due to multiple responses to items requiring

the “selection ‘of a single option. The follownng data therefore reflect
{

the combined resuits obtalned from 43 local pubhc school superln—

tendents.

<

The data recelved from the "Status Assessment" arg re_ggrted as

response frequencnes for each of the 19 items. Questions 1 and 2

(perceived knowledge of Act 685 and of creation-science theorx,_

-

respectively) are-analyzed in terms of the respondents' definitions of

. treation- ~-science to determine whether those who define lt as Biblical

M

*

in Questlon 3,. were more or Iess likely to report adequate know—

ledge.  Question 10 also serves as a po:nt of divergence in analyZIng

subSequent responses. This qléestlon distinguishes: between LEAs -

1 4

) :
whlch plan to give no instructlon in either evolution- scnence or -

creatnon-scnence ‘and those which wnll or might, offer. balanced
treatment or some other approach ln response to Question 11, data

LY

are pr‘esentéd for only those who sele::ted the balanced trea;lﬁxent

option in 10, - Questions 12. through 19 deal with LEA plans to

_implement Act 685 and they are reported in terms of the respon-

dent' ~indlcation of elther_"no treatment" or as a compilation
. . ) T ) .

t . . .
L ‘ .
B » A g -
. “ C e < N t - "
T e, [% B N . s

//
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LTI ¢

of .responses indicat\ing"'balanc.ed treatment," ""other" or "undecided"

"in terms of planned instruction in evolution-science and creatiofi- ~

LIS
.

. science. This report presents data”in both categories but discusses
. S ) by

2 dnly the implementation plans of those respondents who indicateq
.- that their. LEAs will provide, bdlanced . freatrﬁent, that they are
N . . ° ! ‘ .

unedecic!ed or that they have other plans. . ‘All data are presented i/n,

» »
4
Tables -1 (items 1-11) and 2 (items 12-19),
) - ' ~
,
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R e - [
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. . .
v
N . . . .
A - -

b 4\ . .y
" ’ . . . -
' Table 1. Awareness, -frterest and Current Status: ' .
.Creation-Science and Evolution-Science . ¥ ,
) N = 43) \
« . ITEM T - RESPONSE FREQUENCY ~ PERCENTACE -

,
» 4 Y bl

) ‘(1. How would you rate yE)ur present  a).No knbw,ledge < 2,38 - ol :

.

. 1
understanding "of the provisions b) Limited knowledge 28 "65.1%
of Act 6857 , c) Adequate knowledge 14 -7 32,6%
N 0

d) Extensiv\e knowledge i 0.0%
2. How would you rate‘your current-'a) No knowledge - 3 w7.0%
knowledge of creation-science b) Limited -knowledgs 29 @/.4% L
. theory? ’ " ©¢) Adequaté knowledge .9 v 70.9% .
A ¢ . d) Extensive knowledge 0 0.0%. . .
. ' - (No response) ~ - 2 Uy 7%
3. 'Act’685 defines creation- a) The account of the "~ 17 -  39.5% Y
science-as "the scientific v+ ° creation of the
evidences for creation and” ., universe and all
inferences from those scientific *  living things as it : ) $.
evidences." .Based on this is given in the Bible, . ‘.
definition, how would you - . ’ S L
interpret creation-sciénce? , - " b) The argument that 4 9.3%
) R all living species
’ appeared about the
same time and that, - .
+  while some species . ' . .
. disappeared during . o “a
. ¢ . hatural cataclysms, e
- . . . hew species have not . N ' “
¢ “»7.appeared since then. ’ .
. .o ) .. c) The,argument that, 15 y L3498
e o the universe was &;‘ . .
. . made by a creator but : ’
A
. ) that more complex ‘ Y
e, ) * ;. species continue to’ . - .
. R 1 develop from simpler * : . s °
A . . ones. - T T \
e 7 , 7
¢ -d) 'Other .2 g 4.7%
. . : -e) Don't know = 5 11.9%
/ A > * . ' ~
4.. What is your impression~gf the a) Generally. favorable 4 - 9.3% .
attitudes of people within b) Generally unfavorable 8 18.6%
your community about including &) Indifferent .- . 14 32.6%
-creation-science in ‘the curri- * d) Don*t know ’ 17. - 39.5%
culum? . . : NN N .
. 5. a) HoW many inquiries have you a) 0-5 . s 32 74.4%°
received concerning the imple- .4 b)-6-10 5 11.9%.

.-
. - t
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" - ' Table 1, Continued . . ,
mentation of Act 6857 . c) 11-15. .~ 2 Cou7% .

a/ . d) 16 or more uy 9.3%

-~ pu . ™ . .

b) -If you have received ’ a) Parent-groups 2 N/A

- inquirieg,- which group(s) ", b) Church-groups 13° = . N/A

were concerned? ‘ c) Teacher groups 9 T ON/A

o v.- . _+  d)Publishing O 3 N/A
N ) companies/consultants . ,

hd 3 . . e) Other 2 : N/A

. « (No response) 22 ' N/A

& 6. 3) Do you think that parents a) Yes , ‘ s 16 - 37.2%

- and/or other commurity members b) No 5 11.9%
will want to be involved ‘in c) Don't know .- 22 . - 51,2%
policy decisions concerning
.the implementation of Act 685? ,

b) Do you plan to involve these - a) Yes . 15 34,9%
individuals in such decisions? b) No e 4 9.3%

. . s c) Don't know 24 55.8% .

. . .
7.- a) In your estimation what per- a) None- 8 18.6%
centage of thé€ teachers within . b) Under 10% 18 41,9%
your system currently address c) 10-50% 4 9,3%
creation-science #yithin their d) 51-90% - 3 7.0%
courses? , e) Over 90% . 0 *0.0%
. f) Don't know . 10 23.3%
M .

b) What percentage of the - a) None- 24 4.7%
teachers currently address " . by Under 10% 14 . 32.6%

evolution-science within o "¢} 10-50% 8 18.6% .
their courses? ) d) 51~90% 5 C 11,98
. e) Over 90% Tt 9.3%
f) Don't know ' ) 10 23:3%
8. In your opinion, 'is there . a) Yes 10 23.3%
currently balanced treatment b) No, -~ 22 \ 51.2%
for creation-science and ., - c) Don't know n . 25.6%

evolution-science instruction , - 3 -

within. your system? . ” ) 1‘_ ' -
9. a) At what stage of development a) Do not plan to - -6 14,0%

: - is your LEA policy statement develop N .
addressing-Act 6857 - b) Have not begun 31 72.1%
L. . c) In progress 5 ~+11,6%

oo d) Completed | « 0 008 B

- ’ +" (No_ response) 1 2,3%

" b) At what stage of developmént a) DO'n0§t plan to 4 - 9.3%

_Is your LEA plan. for implemen- develop -, .

——+tation-of-Act-685? by Havenot begun ~—~ 35 181,48

’ : - - ‘ c) In progress 2 4.7%
. d) Completed : 0 0.0%

; - ' 7 . o .

” .
" LI . .
PSS . . '
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10.

11.

t'

Table 1, C‘ontin‘ued

, ¢ ~ (No response)
; it
¢) Which of the following .a) Needs assessment
are included or will be included - b) Development of
within your implementation plan? - curriculum guides
o ‘ c) Materials review
® 3 and selection
. ' d)-Cost determination
¢ e) Inservice training
N ™ for staff
f) Other >
' - (No response)

°

The State Department of Education a) Balanced treatment

interprets Act 685 as requiring b) No instruction in
instruction in both creation- either theory
science and' evolution-science c) Other

if public schools choose to teach d) Undecided

either. Which ‘option do you think

your system will select?

If you plan to implement Act 685° a) Has already begun

by providing balanced treatment b) Fall, 1982 :

when willsthjs instruction begin? c¢) Spring, ~1983

o d) -Undecided

(No response)

14

[

- 'v."

A
.

4. 7%
N/A
N/A
N/A

N/A
N/A

N/A
N/A

37.2%
27.9%

2.3%
32.6%

0.0%
68.8%
0.0%
25.0%
'6.2%
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PR L .Table 2:_ Ymplementation Plans:
B - ., .. Creation-Science and Evolution-Science *"
. . . o + RESPONSE FREQUENCY AND PERCENTAGE
L . - ! - . Balanced, Other No, Instruction
- . v . or Undecided In Either *
; v ' o8 £ .3
12. Act 685 specifies that im- a) VYes 3, 9.7% 0 0.0%
T - plementation. js to be funded b) No 19°  61.3% ;9 75.0%
through existing, téacher ~ .c) Don't know 6 .  19.4% 2 16.7%
. inservice training funds (No’ response) 3 9.7% 1 8.3%
- ' . and existing library acquisi-* =~ - ’ '
, ' tion funds. Do you have, - \
such funds to’c6vér the cost « Vi o N .-
of implementation? K‘ . \
13. Do yol anticipate hiring a) Yes' 0 0,08 - 0 0.0%
. additional staff in order ' b) .No 28 7.4 T 10 83.3%
’ "* to implement Act 6857 -° c) - Don't know 5 16.1% .0 0.0%
. : So® (No respohse) 2 ° 6.5% : i 16.7%+
14. To whom will you assfgn a), .Supervisérs 27 N/A ! .;6\\ N/A
. . responsibility for material ' b) ‘Curriculum 11 N/A . 2 % N/A
v review and selection in . specialists ) »
. . implemenfing Act 6857 , * '¢) Principals 18 N/A 4 N/A
- . . d). Teachers 19 N/A . 2 N/A
VoL, ~ e}, Librarians 10 N/A 2 N/A
- S ) f) Parents 11 N/A 1 - . N/A
S e . ,g) Other 4 .. NIA 0 N/A
) . : ~ (No response) 4.~ N/A 5 N/A
15. a).Which staff member(s) _ a) Supervisors 27 N/A 6 N/A
will be responsible for b) ‘Curriculum 6 N/A. 1 N/A .
providing inservice training - specialists - o,
T to assist in implementing’ c). Principals 10 N/A 1 N/A
o " ,Act 685? "~, d) Teachers . 4 N/A 0 -« N/A
. > v . ., - e) Other 1 N/A 0 N/A
-~ T, C s L (No response) 3 N/A 4 N/A
A b) Totwhom will inservice - a) Supervisors 19 N/A  ~ 3 N/A
. . trainibhg be provided? b) Curriculum 8 N/A 2 N/A .
. . et specialists <, L
. R 3 c) Princibals 33" - ' NJA 2 N/A
N » el ® " d) Teachers 25- . N/A 4 N/A
SO : e) Other 1 N/A 1 N/A
: Co ;-,. . . (No response) 3 N/A 6 N/A
4 . . , . oo , A .o ‘ ' . .
16. Will you feed to purchase - a) Yes . i5.2% 6  50.0%
- hew’materials to implement ~ b) No - 1 3.2y 3 25.0%
Act 6857 c) Don't know 14- 45.2% 1 8.3%
” v : A - .. . (No response) 2 6.5% 2 16.7% -
7 ~ ' . o ' . .t . . . T
s : S ' : -.':" . 9 15 ) . 7e




v e = : o ) -
) Table 2, Continued ° ' ]
. K M .
=17. How do you think you will a), To assist in B N/A® 1. N/A .-
. use the services of the . LEA® policy
creation-scientists development * .
" appointed by the governor? b) "To assist 10 N/A 2 N/A .
: - . in curriculum . ¢
guide devel- - '
" opment : o .
c} To provide 13 N/A 3 N/A
: R inservice - ¥ S '
v ‘ ' " training e . -
< . R d) To assist in 6 - N/A? 0 N/A
- ' ¢ . review of ’ L o,
; . curriculum SRR .
S . - materials > . ) : 1
' e) To assist in 5° N/A 3 -N/A
. selection of :
curriculum . . ’
materidls =~ " . =
f) Other - 1 N/A- 1 N/A .
- g) Undecided 11 CN/A, .. 08 N/A
v P (No response) 2 *N/A 3 N/A
18. The Sta'te_Depantme@of a) Yes - 18  “58.1% 5 41.7%
. Education interprets b) No T3 9.7% 2 16.7%
" Act 685 to place the c) Don't know 8 25.8% 3 "25.0% -
responsibility for imple-  “ (No response) 2 6.5% 2 16.7% ’
-mentation on the LEAs. . .
Do you 'want State Depart- ) -
ment .of Education assis- | ' ¢
tance in this implementa- . , ) . o
tion? ' o : s ~ ..

19. If. you would like State a) Conducting. 5 N/A 3 . N/A
Department of Education needs asses- ¢ '
assi'stanq%: in which area(s) ments . '
would such assistance. * b). Assisting - 11 N/A 4 - NJ/A

s be needed? " with policy , o,

' development - . : ‘
. ¢) " Assisting - 21 -~ ' N/A 5 N/A ~
with curri-- R B
culum develop- ’
N ment ‘ bl
’ - d) Material - 13 , ' N/A 3, NJ/A-
review andjor 3 T
. . selection | ¢ L
- . ), Budgetary - 13 N/A - 6 ' " N/A-
. matters ‘ ( -
. “ f). Providing : 10 N/A - 4 N/A
\ ) inservice '
, . : training
- r .g) Other C2 N/A 2 N/A. -~
- g - (Noresponse) 5 N7A . 6 N/A
* - . O & «

>

.
. .
?
w
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.




.. Table 2, Continued” -. "
« 7 . { <l - : .Q ?/ , i ' e ‘ : t
\Sumniary' of agditional ‘comments made ‘by respondents: R
( " 1. The State Departrﬁent of " Education is needed and "should assist in the
. implémentation of Act 685 as soon'as possible. (3 respondents) ,
p 31 . rd .. . .

LT

* 4.  We do -not consider éither‘theory of such high priority as to require that

teachers devote a substantial “amount ‘of time ' to providing instruction _in
- K creation-science or evolution-sciepce. We feel that an awareness of  both L
. theories is important; our implementation efforts will be in accordance 'with this

4 4 ‘
] ' . ,.} . ”
*

) - T s i ) . . )

2. Teachers in my system Kave an &nfavorable attitude toward the inclusion of .

+ creation-science in the curriculum, especially those teaching science. (1 —
respondént) : el !

"o o PR ~

- 3. Evolution should be taught, as 5 théory, not as a fact. (1 respondent)

spirit. Please send us your authorized version® of creation-science as soon as
. possible. (1 respondent) o ’

. ~
~ - @

R . ; . . : . =N . . . *
* 5. Create COllegg and’ university curricula to train teachers in creation-science .
,and evolution-science(the;ory. (1- respondent)

< . -
6.  The definitions of creatisn=stience - and evolution-science  within this
questionnaire should be broadened to include Yorigins". (1 respori&ant)

£ 1. There may be a church-state conflict, and with litigation p&ding,

Wy implementation should be postponed until trained personnel are available, (1
% respondent) T : '
- i . - i \ . .
. 13 * .
. ! J o
‘ 4
y &
AN -
3
5 " ~ . © o~
4 . SN
A * g
c et * ' i
) - -
\ )
’ B.
’ N ki 1‘Q
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Discussion

Research buestlon 1: What is the level of knowledge and awareness

among Louisiana superintendents and community members concerning
Act 6857 -

-~

Questionhaire items 1-5 are examine'd in response to Research

. Question 1. Among the 43 usable responses, 28 (65.1%)‘ superin-
. \ A Y .

tendents ‘indicated that they have limited knowledge of the provisions.

.of"Act 685 while 14°&32.6%) perceive their knowledge td.be adequate. E

In rating their knowledge of creation-science theory (Questlon 2),.29
(67,4%) percelve their knowledge to be limited while 9 (20.9%)

indicate th‘at theirs is adequate.”

-
.

Item 3 enumerates some of the more popularly held perceptlons
concermng the defnltlon of creatlon-suenc@ As mterpreted by the
SDE, the descrlptlon most consns.tent with that identified in Act 685
is the ar.gument/what all |lVlng -species . appeared -about the same tlme
and that\ ;vhlle some spec1es dlsappeared durlng natural cataclysms,
new specnes have not appeared since then (optlon 2). Of the 43.
respondenfs to the survey, only b (9. 3%) selected this option as
fhelr mterpretatlon' of creatlon-sgien‘ce. ‘I’he account of the creation
of ,the unlverse and all living thlngs as it is glven in the Bible
(6pti’on 1) was the mOSt popular response to Questlon 3 This option

*was selected\ by 17 (39.5%) respondents. Among the . remaining

optlons the argument that the universe was made by a creator but

4 .
A

that more complex speczes contlnue to develop from sxmpler ones was
selected by 15 (34. 9%) respondents w:th 2 (4.7%) selectmg "other"

~and 5 (11. 9%) selectlng the "don't know" optlon. RN

i




‘e

H)

A corre:tion of the responses to items 1 and-2 (knowledge of
Act 685 and knowledge of creation-science theory’: respectively) with
those to item 3 coheerning the respondents' perceived definitions of
crea‘tion-science provides data vital to the interpretation of the
survey restlt;. In response to Question 3, all 4 of the mdwuduals
who selectée the deflmtlon of creatlon -science which is interpreted
by the SDE as belng that most consistent wuth Act 685, perceive
themselves as havmg only. limited knov;ledge of both the provisions
of Act 685 and creation-science theory, However, of the 17 respon-
dents who selected ‘the Biblical definition of ¢éreation-science in
Question 3, almost half (8, or 47.1%) :feel that their knowlsée of
Act GBSA(Question 1) is ade.;quate,'while the rest perceive, their
knowledge. to be limited. In response to Question 2, 6 of the 17
(35.3%) assess"their know-ledge of creation-science the.ory'to be
adequate while 9 (52.9%) feel thats it is only limited (2 did not

r_espond). Of the 9 respondents ‘who percelve their knowledge of

creahon-—scuence theory to be adequate, not one of these. mdwuduals

defines creation-science in_ the manner most 'consistent:with the

provisions ‘of Act 685, It is significant to note that no respondents

perceive themselves to have extensive  knowledge of - eithef the
provisiens of Act 685 or g‘;reation—scienc‘e, theory.

Responseés to Question. 4 indicate that 3.5% of the - superin-

‘ : : . . —
tendents. survéyed do not have an assggsment of community attitudes

r‘ - ¢

toward the inclusion of creation-science in the curriculum: 32.6%

) . o

8
perceive the general attltude wuthm the|r respective cgmmumtues to

be indifferent The majorlty of the supermtendent?, sUrveyed (32,.0r

.

74.48). indicate” that they have received*five or fewer inquiries

Y
“

“ 13

14

*
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coricerning the implementation of Act 685 Only 4 (9.3%) superinten-

dents; reported haviﬁgL receive’d 16 ~or "more inquiries. Church .

1) »

gri;:xp's and 'teacher groups were generally associated with most- of,
“the mqumes but the 22 (51.2%) superintendents not erespondmg
the |tem suggests that the majorlty of the supermtendq;ats have

recelved no mqumes at all. 'e, i '

-

-

ln»V|ew of these responses to items 1-5 |t appears that local

supermtendents need addltlonal information concernlng the provns?ons

‘of Act 685 and creatlon scnence..m general. A total of 90.7% of the
respondents )deflne creation-science in a manner inconsistent with
that identified by‘ the SDE’ as represented by Act 685.- Almost 40% of
these superintendents interpret creation-science in é'iblical terms
while the remaining respondents selected other defiQitions. At this

point in time there appears'to be limited community interest relatiye
.

to the implementation of Act 685. P ;
. . - ‘ e

N v

-

<

Responses to su‘r\>ey items 7 and 8 are considered in relation to °

.

Research Question 2. % In item 7(a), 18 "(41:9%) of_the superinten-
. “dents surveyed reported that uhder 10% of the ‘teachers in- ’their

respectlve systems currently addigss creatlo\sc1ence wnthm thelr
~ ,g‘

courses.. Ten (23 3%) lndlcated /\that:} they do not know the -

‘pe\rcentage addressnng creatmn-scnence whlle 8 (18 6%) feel that none

of the teachers- within thelr systems are " presently’ addressmg this

"theory In comparlson, data provided in item 7(b) indicate that 14

;_(32.6%) superintendents feel that under. 103 of their. teachers

Research Question 2: What is the" ct::}m\ status . of’nmstructlon
concerning creation-science and" evolution-sgience within EJUISlana
public_schools?

\




»

. ) ,ﬂ’

currently address evolutnon-scnence wnthln their courses, while 10

(?3 '2%) “don't have an assessment of the percentage level Eight
(18. 6%) feel that this theory is being addressed by 10-50% of the
teachers within their respective - systems When asked whether:

"balanced treatment""is currently ,being provnded in the teaching of

LN

creation scnence and evolution scnence (Quéstion 8), 22- (51.2%)

\ A......'-yo

‘responded "no," 10 (23.3%) responded "yes " and 11 (25 6%)

.indicated‘thﬁft they don't know. ‘An examinatlon of. this information

" in terms of the respondents! definition of creatlon sc:encer reveals'

that, of the 22 respondlglig; "no" to_.Question 8, 7 (31 8%) of these

define creation-science in Biblicalsterfms: while.only 3-°(13.6%) adhere»
J r .

“

to * the 'definition deemed niost appropriate by the SDE “Of the°'10

-

responding "yes". to "Question 8,. 8 (80 0%) employ the Blblical definl-

tion; none utilize the more consistent deflnition ' .. °

Based on the perceptions of the superihtendents surveyed

"
llmlted instructlon is currently being provnded in creation scnence

theory w:th sllghtly more being provnded _in relation to evolution-

3 -

’scnence A substantial number lndicated that they carinot assess

-

[

’current teaching leveis relative to these two theories.’ Almost half of

the respondents indicated that balanced treatment is rot currently

»bei_ng provided; one-fourthr were unable to provide information in

°
~ - [}

this area.

Research Question 3: ‘What is the current status of and what are
LEA needs in relation to the implementation of Act 6857, ¢

'In relat/onqto Research duestion 3, items 6 and 9-17 are
4
examlned %en asked whéther they felt that parents and/or ‘other

communlty ‘members will want to be’ involved in policy decisions

15
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«'—‘f\*

. . . \ I
, concerning the impl/mﬁ‘ntatlon ‘of Act 685 22 (51 2%) responded that .
they do not know,” while’ 16-(37. 2%) responded "yes " Of those who

s responded in the afflrmatlvé?‘ all plan to invoive - these mdnvnd?ﬁis |n

* makmg such decnslons. N e N
-Of the 43 superlntendents who responded to Questlon 9 31
4 .l (72 1%) ha\/e not begun developlng thelr LEA policy ° statements

addressing: ‘Act 685 and, corres .4%8) have not -

pondlngly, 35 }81
begun: )eveloplng their LEA plans for lmplementatlon.@hen asked |
x

&

what wnll be |ncluded in this plan, responses were indicated ln t‘he*
8

lnserwce tralnlng fpr staff,

<+

areas of materials review and selectlon . %

cost determlnatlon,and the devel0pmént of currlculum guldes.

When asked which option (balanced trea‘tment

->

no lnstruétlom in

a,

\ * -

elther theory, other or undecnded) wnll be selected by thelr respec-

tive syste(ms/OIQuestlon 10), 16 (37,2%) |nd| ated that t‘hey wnll
- ~ r \
: provide “balanced treatment in" the teaching of creatwn-sc:ence )

a
W
evolutnon—scnence. However lll (32 6%) are as yet undecnded wntha co
f 12 127.9%) electing 'to provnde no rnstructlon ln either theory. 10’f )

. the 16 yvlao plan to provnde balanced treatment “(Questloy 10) a

‘e

breakdown based on “the respondents’ definitions of creatnon-scnence

: ) . ,,; :

,...»’

reveals that the majorlty, (87. 5%) of these lndlwduals deflne creatlon-

- - -

'sclence in'. terms identified as lnc0nsnstent wnth the, "SDE's

T,

. infer--

pretation “of Act 685 Of -these, 25% perceive creatlon-$tence in

Biblical terms. Slmllar analysns r‘elatlve to "the li responden.ts who -
elected to provnde no instruction in elther theory (Ques'tlon fO,)
reveals that 6 (50, 0%) define creatlon—sc1ence |n Blbllcal terms

)

whereas only l (8.3%) employs the consnstent definition. .,“U . "
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. 1
2 o\ - « ~ @ .
e - - . N . ._ -‘ . * 3 * ~ .
oo, T -The ,responses obtalnedwn relatios to éms such as’' 1, 2, and-
s - —~— . 0 .,
-, g , '10, p0|nt out the need for employlng tautlbn in" the interpretation of
> i N .

« 7 the results of this survey The lnformation \pro'vided by the -

- ] - re@ondlng superlntendents must 'be viewed in accordance with their-
. CN . . .
: ’ Perceived definitions of - creaﬁon scnence. + The design of the

I3
-

ﬁkquestlonnalre is such that' absolute data carinot be obtained -in

S ; A ‘

.response to ‘the items specnfled

-

- N = 4 -
X - . In Questlon 11, of the 16 superlntendents who plan to provide.
- . p :

'b\alanced treatment in the teachlng of crﬂatton-scne‘nce and evolutlon—
sctence 11 (68 8%) lndlcated that such treatment will begin |n the
- Fall of 1982“?~|th 4 (25%)gbe|ng undecnded as to thelr antlcnpated date
¢ - of melementatlon.‘ Of the 31 who plan to provnde balanced treat-~ *-

. LT L ment other or who are undec:ded -ln response to Question 10, 19,

. (61.3%) lndlcated that exnstlng funds are. not avallable to cover the
-.' Y . I‘

. . cost of lmplementatlon g*nd 24 (77. ll%) mdlcated that they do not
antIC|pate ‘hiring additienal staff in relation to Act ‘685, When asked
v ' who will be assigrfed. responsnblllty for materlal review and selection,
O . ,supervusors teachers -and prlnC|pals wére most often cited.

. ’ Supervisors and prlnC|pals were most then desngnated as belng

- ré%ponsnble for proV|d|ng inservice tralnlng to assist, w:th the imple-

mentatlon of Act 685, Such training will be provided for teachers,
L ‘principals and super\}isors. ' o )
“92\‘ v ¢

Y When asked of additional needs toncerning the lmplementatlon of

Act 685 14 (45 2%) respondents indicated that new materials wnfl'

w-a. .

have to be purchased but 14 (45.2%)‘ 'were uncertain as to the need
‘ . 4
P for materials-at this_ time. 'In r‘esponse to how they plan to UtlllZe

t
the svv:ces of the creation-scientists apponnted by the governor

-

w ooy N
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L4

individuals provide "inservice tralnlng, assnst

development and assnst in LEA policy development

-

L

-

levels of professioral personnel y
~ h
-3 ' v L

@

-

supermtenden}r‘esponded that tDey anticipate requestlng that these

in curriculum guide -

T, Analyses. of these results indicate the need for addltlonal
plannlng by the LEAs in preparat|on for the implementation of Act .
685. Whereas: mo3t lndlcated that new materials will be néeded. the
funds for purchasnng these are not available, Responsnblllty for

materlals and' .inservice- tralning s being delegated among several '

Research Question-4: What .is the potential role of the SDE 4n the

. Implementation of Act 6857

§ =

'Questlon 4, Accordlng to ‘the SDE interpretation of Act 685

r

whether they want SDE assnstance in  this implenentatjon',

»

—

v

1

a55|stance in the lmplementatlon of Act 685.

"yes "8 (25.8%) selected the “donjf know" option, and -3 £9.7%)

ltems ‘l8 and 19 address the vital lssue raised in Research

the

| responsnblllty for |mplementatlon rests with the LEAs. When asked

18

(58 1%) of the 31 who plan to prov:de balanced treatment lndlcated '

-—

|nd|cated “no " The potentlal ar?s in whlch SDE asslstance ‘may be
“needed lnclude assnstlng with - currlculum de\/elopment proylding
inservice training, materlal re@iew and/or “selection:” budgetary
matters: ‘and assisting with policy development Addltlonal comments

provided by/the respondents snmllarly empha)§1ze the need for SDE
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. CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS
' ) C

-Conclusions

-~
L]

Based on the information received from local superintendents in

, . : e =
©' response to the "Status Ass?ssment: vAct 685 - Balanced Treatment
./. - A

»

for Creation-j);ience ang Evolution=Science," "the follp;ving conclu- - 1
, .

»

-Sions hav‘:'be reached by the Bureau of Evalyation:
- M P s ’ P
° The current level of“’—lZnowledge amenq Louisiana .
Superintendents concerning Act 685 is limited. ’ N
. ,

‘e Local, superintendents have received few inquiries

from cémmunity members concerning Act 685, -

° As/ perceived by local superintendents, few teachers .

currently address either creation-science or evolution- >
science in their courses. Balanced treatment is not
currently being accorded to the teaching of thesé two

-

theories. ~ . T

¢ In general, LEAs have not begun developing plans for
implefentation*of Act 685." New materials and staff-
development will be needed.

HEN 3

° Superintendents report that they do not have, funds

to implement Act 685, : ~

> o, LEAs "want SDE leadership and involvement “in the
implementation of ‘Act 685 in' suchtareas .as gcurriculum
development, inservice, material review/selection,

\ ’ ? . . ’
] budgetary mat}eréi and pollc'y developm@qt.
. 4 P ",} . ' -~
» h \ ’ / /
. A=
T -
1'31 . ‘ h ° -




- : 'Recommendations \ ¥

The following recommendations -are presented. by the Bureau of -

Evaluatloq based on’analysis of data -obtained from the returned > v
. = \ . ’ ‘ . ° -
N . ) o
"Status pssessment" questionnaires: - P ' A Q‘ .
1. The text of Act 685 should be carefully explicated and - - )
made available to the LEAs. , L o,
~ ’ N - £ i ,. “. R v
2. The SDE_sholld develop projections-of -the level of v e e L
- expenditures requiredefor implementing Act 685_and . i '
. identify* possible funding sources. . ’ : .
3. . The SDE ‘should immediately develop. & timetable , o ,
.detailing how all of the activities required for imple- ' T
~«* “menting Act '685 will be accomplished by"the mandated .. :
-1982 date. - .. . L
P . . ‘ I T 4 /
4. The SDE should develop a statement of its role con- -
" . cerning the implenfentation of Act 685 to.be made . .
* available to LEAs. . ) .
R -t - . ) * ¥ - . ta .
4 . \ . g A ~ e p]
" » . b :i}\"
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) Overa(II Creation-Science and\ Evolution-Science Committee
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Creation-Science and Evolution-Science

-

Correspondence - October 21 , 1981
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Kegudar® Svszaon, 4984

SEXNTE BILL %O, 86

-O

AN ACT

s * a * .

To asend Part 111 of Chapter I.0f Title 17 of the Iouas;aaa Revised T

Statutes ot 1950 by adding zhcn:o 3 Bev SubePart, to be desigsated ¢
as Sub-Part D-2 thereof;, comp:;sed of Sections 286.1 through 286.7,

', hoth isclusive, relative to balanced tteawe:a.t\LoI ctenio:-scienc'e )

- and evolution-science in public schools, te require such balaaced

a

tteaucat. to bar discrimination on t.he basis. of Creatiozist or. o

evolutfdmn ber{et to p:ovxde defxaz:zo:;s aad ‘clarificatiozs, to ‘

'decllte the Iegisluave purpese, to pt.w;de teia’xve to iaszviu

teacher ttuniaz and utetnls lcqmnuon. to ptovu.e telu.;Ve X}
o cutnculun developneat.. 328 otherwise to p:ov;de with respect zhe:e.c.
De it enacted by the Lusslnute of Louisiana: )

Sect.:o; ‘1) Sud-Part D=2 of Part I1I of. Chapt.et I of Title 17 of the
Louinau Reviud Statutes of 1950, eupnud of Sections 286.1 u:tou;-

286 7, both inclu:ive. is' bereby eucted to read as follous.

% L7
‘ CHAPTER I. GENERAL SCHOOL 1
- | .
N . .t * * . R ~
" T PART INL. PUBLIC SCHOOLS AND SEMOGL CHILDREN 1
- . * * @ S c
SUD-PAXT D-2. BALANCED TAEATSENT FOR CAEATION-SCIENCE

AND IVDLUI’XON-SC!!NCI IV PUBLIC SCHOOL INSTRUCTION”

ms 1. shert HAe,
‘nis Snbpan mu be knovn u e “Dalanced Treatsent -for
grqation-ScSane -apd tyolut.!onfsqe. ce Act.® - O S
T ¢ : ( *




5259.:': . Duprpgec

. -
. This Subpast is enacted for the purposcs of protecting acades:c

- L4

frecdom.

. -
<

§286.3. Dtlinitipns : .
Ao avd an this Subpert; unleds ollcrwive cleasly indicated,
these Lerm: lmvc the (olluuina‘\ﬂcmun};s'
) “Balanced t:ca:mcnt" ®cans p:ov;d;ng wvhatever inforzatjon
and ;nnmcuon Ap both Creation and evoluuon sodels the classuc:‘ )
teacher detetnxnes ;s nec:ssary a0d app:op:;ate to provide insigit
into both theoxie: in viev of the textbooks and other instructiossl
sateridls available for use io his classroon. . .
-\ - (2) “C{gat;on-sc;ence means thé scientific evideaces fér A
trcation and inferences from those_scientifac evidences.
Q) "Evolutivn-science"” means the scientific evideaces fcr

evolution and inferences ttbn taose scaen:;!;c ev;dences. .- .
(&) “Publ;c school:" mean publ;c secondary and clcmsn;ary

%

cchools . ‘ .

N a

. §286.4. Author;zatzon for balanced truunent' xequuement for ‘

aondiscrimination - * ‘

A C;eacmg with the 1?82-1983 'school year, publ;c schoo.s !
vithin this state shall give balanced tteatnen: to creation-sciezce '
and to evolution-scieaces Balacced t:ca:nent of these two zodels ¢
sball be given in classroom lectures tiken as & vbole for each *' ,
course, io tcxtbook saterials taken gs a wvhole Ior each course. is %
library latetialt taken as a vhole- tor.she sc;ences and taken as 3

’A’hclc for the Bumanities, and‘if ‘other educstionsl programs in

i public schools, to the extent thu suck. hctures. textbooks, 1;bury

uu:i.ah. o: educational progtm dul in any vay with the 8ubject

Ot thc:origtl of man, life, the sacth, ox the univeesc. When excatxbg -

or. evelutisn is tought. each shall be :aught ‘a8 8 theory. rather . T.

. than a3 proven aciutihc fact. . %

e Q.' Public schools withia this sute and their penoa.nel sball ‘

. aet discrininate by zediciag & grade o!‘ a ltudant or by nagl;n; out L

and pudblicly, mzmzm uy‘uudut vhts ‘elontnt.u a uuguc:ory '

: uade:st;utng of hth mlntsou-scinzc or creatiou-scienpe and 'who

.
>.‘,

. . ! S . ,
. ,'_24\' N 30 ‘ c . ‘ * .
. : N - -

s g o f
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accepts or rejects either model an vhole or part.

' C. No teachdr in publie clementary or sctondary scbeel or

b T 4 >

in:iruttor in any stale-supported university an Louisiana, whe

< . . . -
- chooges to be a3 ervation-uzcientist or to teach scientific data waact - s
. ~ - =, . \

points to creJstiduizm shell, for that zeason, be dascrimisated

».

P agsinst in any,

y by auy'QZﬁuol bourd, eollege board, or adii;;atr:;c:.
- ' , §286.5. Cla

.

This Subpart does mot require any instruction in the subject cf

origins but simply permits instructiod in both scientific zodels (cf

fvolutton-scieoce and creation-science) if public schools chocse to
; teach eitber. This Subpart does pot require each indivicdual textbeck
;' . ' ot library book tc give balanced treatment to 'the mocels éf eveluticL~ i\f
sCieute 8nd creation=science; i& does pot gequare acy schecl books
. - to be discarded. Tbis Subpart does not require eack individual

o classroom lectufe in 8 course to give such balaiced trearzezt but

v v i

> . s;nﬁly pcrm;ts the lectures as 3 whole to give balanced ttea::e-.,

—~ S it permiti soze lectures to present evolutioa-science and\ogpe:

- * .
* . . -

lectutcs to present creation-science. '

§28s, 6 ruad;ng of inservice training and materials acqu;s..;

- ~

L0 e Any publzc school that elects to present any model of origics
A\ « -
' sball use cxig;ing teacher isservice truining funds to prepare

N ' . . - teache:s of public school courses presenting any sodel oi otigi:s to
-give baianced trestseat to the crestiodescience model and the evelutioz v
science model. !xi:tia; libta:y acquis;tipn funds shall be used to v

. purchase apa:eli;ious lib:ary books qs are pecessary to give dalasced

.E . . tresrment to the crestion-science model and the evolution-sfience R

. ~

L 3 -

' . model. 1 , '
: : §286.7. Curriculus Dtvclopnlnt o I

A ) A tach city end parish achool boatd shall develop and ptov;de s v
IR \ , . T o
N T . to each public school classroom teacher in the syste- ® cut:aculuz

;uide on ;xcscatattqp of creation-science. .

R o 5. "The goversor sball desigoste seven creatioa-scientists vhe

\

shall previde tessusce services §a the developaent of curriculun

guides to aay city eor parish schesl board upon request. Each auch

. - ereaties-scientist shall be designated trom among the full-time

-




e

faculty members teachang in an) college 2nd voiversity iz leoisiazez,

Ahssc creation-scaentists shall serve at the pleasute of the goverz:r

dud wy ih\uul. CompeuLat sun . ‘ .
-

ARG

Section 2. If any prov:s:on or item of this Act or the applicatics

thggox a5 heid davalid, such ;nvalaaxzy shall no; affect other

Y

prcvis;c:s;
stome, o epplacelaon: ol Lhas 4\;1 whach ¢au be gaven eifcet watlowt the
invalid provisions, items, or applitations, and to this end the provisicas
of this Act are hereby declared severable.

Section 3. All lavs or part ‘of ‘laws in ccafliet berewith are

hezeby repealed.

» N
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APPENDIX B N gy

" " STATE OF LOUISIANA e,
, - DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION = - '
. % . v . . ‘
’ ‘ N . ’ 1
. S ‘
. P.0.Box 44064
B ' RS Baton Rouge, La.
e ! : . 70803
* ) ’ LY ) * s
. f0: SUPERINTERDENT J. KELLY NIX x
FROM: Robe . Ed.D, . ] 7 -
T . .

SUBJECT: Early -September Méeting of the Overall Creation-Science and g
, Evol ut.ion-‘Sc.iepcq Committee regarding the BALANCED TREATMENT
> FOR CREATION-SCIENCE AND EVOLUTION-SCIENCE ACT (Act 685) P

' '

.

. . . . .

' The following personnel are recommended for the Overall Creation-Science and
Evolution-Science Committee, the Curriculum Development Committee, and the
Naterials of Instructi ommittee: -« '

'

~

Overall Cre tion-Scienhce and Evolution-Science Committee
(Inhouse) ' '

. ' ~
Chairman: /Prv Robert Gaston, Assistant. Superintendent, Pffice of
1Y J . Academic Programs s
’ Dr. Helen Brown, Director, Curricylum, ‘Inservice, and
Staff pevelopment - S
‘ Dr. Gerald Cobb, Director, Secondary Education - T »
.. Dr. William Davis,.Director, Elemeptary Education . .
- \ #r. Robert Ginn, Director, Materials of: Instruction and
) L v Textbooks ’ . S
- ! SIr. Mary Jeanne Girshefski, Ph.D., Superv.zfor, Special Education
< N " Liaison
’ Mrs. Sylvia Johnso:i,.‘s‘pec.ia'l Assistant to the .'Supe:intendent'
Nr. Eugene’'Limar, Assistant asupez'.int:tmdem:, Auxiliary Programs “
. Mr. Don McGehee, Supervisor, Science
. ) Dr. Sylvia Torbet, Assistant Director, Curriculum, Inservice,
* - . . and Staff Development . B
= : Dr. Suzanne Tz-‘.iplctt, Director, Evaluation
* »  Mr, Joe Williams, Director, Accountability
‘ . . © Mr. David Hamilton, Legal Counsel for theiState Department of
" S ‘ *  Bducation IRNEE : ~
*  Dr. Robert Garvue, Assistant Director, Research -
Mr. Ed Cancienne, Coordinator, Ccmpetency Based Education

T, : . . A
* P ‘ . N - 4
~»

-

- ~
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By 5 -

..> ' SUPERINTENDENT J. KELLY NIX. : il . c Lo
" August .21, 1981 - ) T, ' .
Page Z . . ’ .I
. .- » . . .
Curriculum Development Committee . ’ -
(Subcommittee ~ Inhouse) , .

& s N

o Chairman: Dr. Helen Brown, Director, Curriculum, Inservice, and
Staff Development s
Mrs. Corpelia Barnes, Supervisor, Engl.lsh and Janguage Arts
Mrs. Sylvia Johnson, Special Assistant to the Superintendent
- Mr. Don McGehee, Supervisor, Science ~
Dr. Catherine Nelson, Section Chzef, Special Education Programs

. Ms. Diane Reynolds, Assistant Director, Elementary Education
! Dr. Syl,ha Torbet, Assistant Director, Curriculum, Imservice, and
. Staff Development ' ran
. Ms. Connie Gaines, Supervisor, Business and Office Education - o

Dr. Rosalie Biven, Sectiq: Chlef, Home Economics . g

- [

Materials of Instruction Conmittee
{Subcommittee- -~ Inhouse)

1

Chairman: . Mr. Robert Ginn, Director, Materials of Instruction and Textbooks
Dr. Helen Brown, Director, Curriculum, Inserv.zce, and Staff

3 ) Development _
g . Ms. Gayle Clement, Education “Specialist, Audiovisual Education °
Mrs. Louise Cobb, Supervisor, English and language Arts
Dr. James Cookston, Supervisor, School Libraries ~ ._.. 7
. Mr. Don McGehee, Supervisor, Science /
ﬁ\ Mrs. Lenora Shyne, Supervisor, Elementary Education .
@Dz'. Sylvia Torbet, Assistant Director, Curriculum, .znsenuce, and .
R . Staff Development -
Mr. Paul Vanderburg, Supervisor, Curnculum, Inserv.zce, and Stasts
] - Development
. s . o 1 ‘9

-~
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- - % . . :

- LI - P ' - ’ A

- ' . STATus AssessT:- Q 655 - BuwceD TRADENT Fin CRETION-SC1BNCE MND EVOLUTION-SCIENCE N

™is survey 15 to gather information from superintendents on the potential impact of Act 685 and to provide guidance .
- to the State Depsrtment of Education 1n planning its role in ghe implementation of this law. Thes anfewmateen ucly v = wE
bo wsed o3 anhouse plasnioy ‘purposts only and gespondents will aemacn anorymeus . ’

Pirections: Based on your present understanding of Act 685 please respond to each iten below by :h@:k-ng (v) the < N A
appropriate response(s). Plesse fee) free to add any comments, questions or sughestions tnat sre nct TF o >
reflected in the survey. .
Y * . - ®

.

. 1. Mosiculd you aate your preseat wnderstanding of the proviscons of Act 6857 . .
- N0 knowledge —linited inowledge ‘&Mequne. knowledge - —Extensive knowledge -Tis. R

2. #How wculd you aate your cument baowledge of caeation-acientc theony? e

v

L Y __No knowledge —_Llimited knowledge “Adequate knowledge  __ Extensive knowledge

- - 3. Act 685 defuna creatwon-acience &b "Ohe sciealidic evidences fon creation and wnferences €10m Theac aeagntader v it
tvidences.” Baed on thed deginiteon, how wo d-gou interpret eaeation-acience! . AL

__'l;se,l:count of the creation of the ‘universe and al Hving things as it 15, given in the Bidle. -

L ’ wThe argument that 211 1iving species appepred adout the same’ time and that, while some species disanpezres
durjnq natural cataclysms, new species have nat appeared since then. ’ )
. ~—]he argument that the universe was made by » crestor but that wore :mlexvspecies Eq?tinue to develo;

h .

. from simpler ones. . -
—Other (please specify) M 2 .
- Don’t know " . . J e *
- 4. Wiat is your umprcsdcon of the attatudes of people within your community about wneludeps CAcaticr-aethn, ’ )
.t the corueculur? o . -

__Gcr;:rnly favoraple —Senerally unfavorable —_Indifferent —Dor’t know T el ~

5. a) 'ﬂu-uy inquenies have’you received concerning the implementation ofeAct 6857 © ° ~&]
I B % . § 13 ) 16 or mote . ) : Co fEaee
b) 1¢ you Aave aeceived inquuries, whick grour(s) weae concerncd? PO - “ ¢ -
. =Mrent groups | Church groups __ Teacher groups __Publishing companies/consultants - - +£
. Othe: (specify) = , s o,
j 6. &) Oc you thint. that parents md/n%bw menbers will want Lo be involved an peiaty decas<ens RN
N . cohcernens the mplementatoon of Act 6857 . ’ . '
. Yes , Mo s .Don't know

v, bl Dc you plar 1o dnvolve these indeviduals on such decascons? N

: ~ —Te e . W __Don't know . ) , v e
. 7. &) In gour estumation what peacentanc ofthe teachers within your syatem cumently address crestion-scrence | o o Vo
R , utun then counses? ‘

. Nane ___Under 104
‘b) What, percentage 88 the Leacherns

508 7 _51-90% ~Over 90% . Donut know w5 ° ¢

address evolution-science wethin theer Eourses? - . .o ' -
—.51-90% —Over 902 Dor't know - .

fueatment fogscatation-science and evoluteon-sestnce - - .°

 ——

. <

t know (Y

‘ 9. &) AL what s2ape of devetopment & your YEA policy statement addressing Act 6857 s
00 not plan to develop . Mave mot'degun ' . In progre - .__Completeq R e
4 4 . hd .
b) At what szage of develomments your LEA plan for imptementation fflAct s157 7
» : ; \ ¢ . ¢ s
N «P0 not plan to-develop N _Have not begun . e imPrigress ~Completed
e} Which o the following are included o2 sill be }mlydd within gour MW» plan? .
—Needs essessment _ Development of curriculum guldes __Meterisls review and selection = - o :
(05t detarmination _ Imservice training for staff __Other (specify) '
. 10. The State Department of Education inteaptets Act 685 &4 Asquiring instruction in botk ereateon-accence and . :
. ] evolution-acience <f sublic schools chocae Lo Leach sither. Whith option de you Think your dpater wll select” ]
- i ~Sel0ed troatment W0 instruction In efther theory _ Other (specify) = —_Uhdecide: *.
S N . ' » L —_— X .
i 1. 1§ you plan & dmploment Act 645 by Poviding balanced Lredtmint, when will thid rdtucteors begin?
IR . ~tes alresdy begun a1, 182 i;Mn. 183 - __Undecidec

4 . . . v’ ' .

P s e RN - oo .
oLt RN .o . .
\,’ s LRI R N N R B - PR . H




"

P

B~ Fuiiext Provided by ERIC

%

12 Act 615 specifics. thas imilementation is & be funded ough ersting teacher LeAVece raanivd furd:
ol ercaluy icbary Aquisileon gunds. O yo h gunds & cove. tnc cost o ‘NIIMUJAL«LV::’
Yes o DNt know .l .

.
-
-

« .. >
Ve o Son't &now 4 G
. E4 . ‘e
8. Te wiuw will gou Lsdegr Aeaporsibiloty gor matenisl sevien and delection wn wmpiementing Act o858’ _
—Swervisors  __Curriculim specialists  __ Principals ~Teachers __ tibrarfans 7 Paremps -
ke (specify)_ e % ) - ’

T -
. . Y .
15. a} tc:‘;?:'s nomberls] will be aesponsible for Prowding amtrucce Mg & idcat <& amplemciice: .
. . - - . .
—SUPETVISOTS - Curriculum specialisss” )__ Principals
b1 T whow well wuervice traonng Be provideds T

-

R .
—-Teachers  __ Othet (specify)_

B, L4
—Supervisors __ Curricylum specialists __Prmcl‘pns wTeachers &hﬁ&(jﬂ:iﬂy) - ;
F ]
16 Well you meed 20 purchase new'mterials 2o imploment Act 6450 T i . . -
—Yes Mo —Don't know ) ? - - T
. : . .
7. #ew di you Thint you will wae mpauvgcu 0f the creatidh-secentists &ppodnted by the goyeancs” -
10 23313t ¥n LEA policy evelopment —To 83515t 1n curriculum guide development . 2.0 .
.10 provide inservice training «_To assist din review of curriculum mterials ‘ 2
.10 2881452 ¥n selpction of curriculum materfals  _ Other (specify) . _Undeciges N
18. Thc State Department of Education inteiprets Ace 483 & place the Aedronsibility for wrplerontation ¢f 1., “
LEAS. D¢ you want State Department of Educatior &bsutance wn Uns amplementatics” . R
SoYes % Pon“t know . R CTe 2 ’

19. I you would Likc State Deparoment ofy bducs - assuszance, in which encalst woutd suck essutansc b needisr 9

—tonoucting heeds assessments: _ Assisc sy with policy developrent —Assisting with :uﬁ?{ﬂw developre-:
~=uteria) review snd/or selection

—_Budgetary metters —Providing dnservice training - s .
~Other (specify) : . . .. -
o ) s
Additions) Comments: PR : < . *
: ]
. . - E .- * o
- . - PR S
. . . 0
. - ~ & 0
. . )
. x _
. N <
. , . '
Toglaturn please fo1d and staple so that returr adchess spoears gn front. * \
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